In the original publication, in two instances (in the abstract and the discussion) numerical results were submitted and published incorrectly.
In the discussion, the published version of the article reads: The significance of our results suggests that the intersection between gender, social capital, and grade point average contributes needed complexity to the understanding of the gender inequality in college enrollment. We started by observing a substantial difference in girls and boys odds of enrolling in college (OR = 1.63). By adding social capital variables to our model we explained a substantial (and statistically significant) part of the gender difference in college enrollment, reducing the odds ratio from 1.63 to 1.41. By adding grade point average to the equation in Model 3 there is an additional drop in the girls to boys college enrollment odds ratio (from 1.41 to 1.23).
The correct statement reads:
The significance of our results suggests that the intersection between gender, social capital, and grade point average contributes needed complexity to the understanding of the gender inequality in college enrollment. We started by observing a substantial difference in girls and boys odds of enrolling in college (OR = 1.64). By adding social capital variables to our model we explained a substantial (and statistically significant) part of the gender difference in college enrollment, reducing the odds ratio from 1.64 to 1.48. By adding grade point average to the equation in Model 3 there is an additional drop in the girls to boys college enrollment odds ratio (from 1.48 to 1.21).
